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RESPONSE TO FINAL ACTION 
UNDER 37 CFR 1,116 


Commissioner for Patents 
P.O. Box 1450 
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 


Sir: 


This is responsive to the Final Office Action mailed from the United States Patent and 
Trademark Office on October 15, 2004. 

In the Final Office Action the Examiner withdrew all of the prior rejections based upon 
prior art, but continued to maintain a double-patenting rejection based on a judicially created 
doctrine grounded on public policy. 

In applicant's previous Amendment, a Terminal Disclaimer was filed to overcome the 
double-patenting rejection. However, in the Final Office Action the Examiner stated that the 
Terminal Disclaimer did not comply with the Rules of Practice because it cannot be signed by an 
attorney or agent that is not of record. Apparently, Examiner Wilson was under the impression 
that the undersigned counsel, who also signed the Terminal Disclaimer, was not an attorney of 
record. 

In a telephone conference with Mr. Wilson on October 28, 2004, counsel advised Mr. 
Wilson that a Power of Attorney was filed on August 16, 2002, appointing the practitioners at 
Customer No. 03000. Mr. Wilson reviewed his file and confirmed that the Power of Attorney 


